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NOTI CE 
This opinion is subject to further 
editing and modification.  The final 
version will appear in the bound 
volume of the official reports.   
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ATTORNEY di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng.    At t or ney' s l i cense 

r evoked.    

 

¶1 PER CURI AM.    At t or ney Anne E.  Br own has f i l ed a 

pet i t i on f or  consensual  l i cense r evocat i on under  SCR 22. 19. 1  

                                                 
1 SCR 22. 19 st at es as f ol l ows:   Pet i t i on f or  consensual  

l i cense r evocat i on.  

 ( 1)  An at t or ney who i s t he subj ect  of  an 
i nvest i gat i on f or  possi bl e mi sconduct  or  t he 
r espondent  i n a pr oceedi ng may f i l e wi t h t he supr eme 
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At t or ney Br own was admi t t ed t o t he pr act i ce of  l aw i n Wi sconsi n 

i n 1984.   She was pr i vat el y r epr i manded i n 2006 and agai n i n 

2007.   I n 2012 her  l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw was suspended f or  t wo 

year s as a r esul t  of  var i ous t r ust  account  v i ol at i ons and 

f ai l i ng t o cooper at e wi t h t he i nvest i gat i on of  a gr i evance f i l ed 

wi t h t he Of f i ce of  Lawyer  Regul at i on ( OLR) .   I n r e Di sci pl i nar y 

                                                                                                                                                             
cour t  a pet i t i on f or  t he r evocat i on by consent  or  hi s 
or  her  l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw.    

 ( 2)  The pet i t i on shal l  st at e t hat  t he pet i t i oner  
cannot  successf ul l y def end agai nst  t he al l egat i ons of  
mi sconduct .  

 ( 3)  I f  a compl ai nt  has not  been f i l ed,  t he 
pet i t i on shal l  be f i l ed i n t he supr eme cour t  and shal l  
i ncl ude t he di r ect or ' s summar y of  t he mi sconduct  
al l egat i ons bei ng i nvest i gat ed.   Wi t hi n 20 days af t er  
t he dat e of  f i l i ng of  t he pet i t i on,  t he di r ect or  shal l  
f i l e i n t he supr eme cour t  a r ecommendat i on on t he 
pet i t i on.   Upon a showi ng of  good cause,  t he supr eme 
cour t  may ext end t he t i me f or  f i l i ng a r ecommendat i on.  

 ( 4)  I f  a compl ai nt  has been f i l ed,  t he pet i t i on 
shal l  be f i l ed i n t he supr eme cour t  and ser ved on t he 
di r ect or  and on t he r ef er ee t o whom t he pr oceedi ng has 
been assi gned.   Wi t hi n 20 days af t er  t he f i l i ng of  t he 
pet i t i on,  t he di r ect or  shal l  f i l e i n t he supr eme cour t  
a r esponse i n suppor t  of  or  i n opposi t i on t o t he 
pet i t i on and ser ve a copy on t he r ef er ee.   Upon a 
showi ng of  good cause,  t he supr eme cour t  may ext end 
t he t i me f or  f i l i ng a r esponse.   The r ef er ee shal l  
f i l e a r epor t  and r ecommendat i on on t he pet i t i on i n 
t he supr eme cour t  wi t hi n 30 days af t er  r ecei pt  of  t he 
di r ect or ' s r esponse.  

 ( 5)  The supr eme cour t  shal l  gr ant  t he pet i t i on 
and r evoke t he pet i t i oner ' s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw or  
deny t he pet i t i on and r emand t he mat t er  t o t he 
di r ect or  or  t o t he r ef er ee f or  f ur t her  pr oceedi ngs.    
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Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Br own,  2012 WI  51,  340 Wi s.  2d 527,  814 

N. W. 2d 172.   Her  l i cense r emai ns suspended.  

¶2 At t or ney Br own i s cur r ent l y t he subj ect  of  s i x  

addi t i onal  OLR i nvest i gat i ons i nt o her  conduct .   The Pr el i mi nar y 

Revi ew Commi t t ee f ound cause t o pr oceed on 26 count s of  

mi sconduct  ar i s i ng out  of  t he s i x i nvest i gat i ons.   The al l eged 

mi sconduct  i ncl udes i nst ances wher e At t or ney Br own sought  and 

r ecei ved advanced f ees,  di d not  f ol l ow t he advanced f ee 

al t er nat i ves i n SCR 20: 1. 15( b) ( 4m) ,  di d l i t t l e or  not hi ng f or  

her  c l i ent s and di scont i nued cont act  wi t h t hem,  f ai l ed t o 

pr ovi de wr i t t en f ee agr eement s as r equi r ed,  f ai l ed t o r espond t o 

r equest s f or  account i ngs of  advanced f ees,  f ai l ed t o r ef und 

unear ned advanced f ees,  f ai l ed t o t i mel y f i l e document s i n a 

di vor ce case,  and f ai l ed t o t i mel y r espond t o t he OLR' s 

i nvest i gat i ve i nqui r i es.   

¶3 At t or ney Br own admi t s t hat  she cannot  successf ul l y 

def end agai nst  t he al l egat i ons of  t he gr i evance i nvest i gat i ons.   

The OLR suppor t s At t or ney Br own' s pet i t i on f or  consensual  

l i cense r evocat i on.   The OLR asks t hat  At t or ney Br own be or der ed 

t o make r est i t ut i on i n f avor  of  f i ve c l i ent s,  and t o t he ext ent  

t hat  t he St at e Bar  of  Wi sconsi n Lawyer s '  Fund f or  Cl i ent  

Pr ot ect i on ( t he Fund)  has r ei mbur sed any of  t hose cl i ent s,  t hen 

t he Fund shoul d be so r ei mbur sed.   The OLR does not  seek an 

assessment  of  cost s.    

¶4 We det er mi ne t hat  t he pet i t i on f or  consensual  l i cense 

r evocat i on shoul d be gr ant ed and t hat  At t or ney Br own' s l i cense 
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t o pr act i ce l aw shoul d be r evoked ef f ect i ve t he dat e of  t hi s 

or der .  

¶5 I T I S ORDERED t hat  t he l i cense of  Anne E.  Br own t o 

pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n i s r evoked ef f ect i ve t he dat e of  t hi s 

or der .  

¶6 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  Anne E.  Br own shal l  compl y 

wi t h t he pr ovi s i ons of  SCR 22. 26 concer ni ng t he dut i es of  an 

at t or ney whose l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw has been r evoked,  t o t he 

ext ent  she has not  al r eady done so.  

¶7 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  wi t hi n 60 days of  t he dat e 

of  t hi s or der  Anne E.  Br own shal l  make r est i t ut i on t o t he 

f ol l owi ng cl i ent s.   To t he ext ent  t hat  t he St at e Bar  of  

Wi sconsi n Lawyer s '  Fund f or  Cl i ent  Pr ot ect i on has r ei mbur sed any 

cl i ent  at  t he t i me r est i t ut i on i s pai d,  t hen t he Fund shal l  be 

so r ei mbur sed:  

I n f avor  of  Cl i ent  J. G. :     $2, 500 

I n f avor  of  Cl i ent  D. W. :     $6, 042. 96 

I n f avor  of  Cl i ent  J. B. :     $2, 500 

I n f avor  of  Cl i ent  K. W. :     $2, 500 

I n f avor  of  t he Fund ( Cl i ent  K. T. ) :  $1, 850 

¶8 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  t he Di r ect or  of  t he Of f i ce 

of  Lawyer  Regul at i on shal l  advi se t he cour t  i f  t her e has not  

been f ul l  compl i ance wi t h al l  condi t i ons of  t hi s or der .    
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